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By Walfer Pineus , , . 

Washington Post Staff Writer 

i Rep. Bella Abzug (D-N.Y.) 
|is testing how far : the White 
•House is;willing to go with 
[•Congress in turning- over 
•sensitive , intelligence inf or* 
Imation. 

•i . 

i As chairman of the House 
[Government Operations sub- 
committee on individual 
[rights, Abzug is leading an 
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several others. “Her con- 
frontation immaturity is 
what is destroying Congress' 
claim for equality with the 
executive branch. 

Mistrust abounds between 
the Abzug investigators and 
the government officials 
with whom they deal. 

The Abzug subcommittee 
subpoenaed NSA and FBI 



to tell us they can say at a 
public hearing.” 

Ml . hi 

The government officials 
who made the offer argue 
that “without the briefing, 
they can’t understand the 
NSA operation or know 
what questions to ask.” „ 

At a hearing last Wednes- 
day, Abzug often bullied ca- 
ble company executives who 
gave evasive answers. RCA 



documents, and the Presi- 

investigation into the * Na-*~ ** dent claimed executive priv- 1 o b a 1 * Communications, 
tional Security Agency's in- ilege. Five present and for- Inc., chairman Howard R. 

Perception* of international; mer federal employees were tr Hawkins said ,he did not 

cables sent to or from Amer- - subpoenaed to testify and - know how the NSA pickup 

-lean citizens. each — under direction of of RCA cables worked al- 

"The electronic intercept their superiors — refused, though he was the compa- 

‘chniques of NSA and the The subcommittee promptly ny’s chief operating office, 

"global targets against which cited pach for: contempt of .T guess you were inopera- 
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jjriost closely 
-gence secrets 
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: !Won't be made public with- 
out presidential approval.;. 
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Aery Abzug and he rbc .Ahzug’s refusal to limitf her ' „ f ,wf act “ « 

,'lieve some , sensitive mate- public questioning. very bright woman 
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Aa u S ° V ? rn ?^?^ ‘ is going in 87 different di- 

member 
confessing 
_ unprepared. * 
3 |a Security is not the only 
key Abzug staffer complicating factor in the 




, /'Abzug inquiry. 

The Justice Department’s 
- Criminal Division is con- 
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- .. . . ducting an investigation to 

^iew coincided wiHi -those pf; .cavc^ Anything they iwapt|, determine if the intercep- 
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tibn of international cables 

of U.S. origin— with or with- 
out the assistance of U.S. 
able companies — might have 
violated the Federal Com- 
munications Act. Under sec- 
tion 605 of that statute, it is 
illegal to divulge the con- 
tents of a cable without 
.“lawful authority” such as a 
subpoena. 

'Testimony before the 
Abzug subcommittee by ei- 
’ther the intelligence offi- 
cials or executives of cable 
companies under investiga- 
tion “could be harmful” to 
the criminal inquiry, accord- 
ing <to a Justice spokesman. 

Between 1967 and 1973, ac- 

bbrdingT*to'V‘testimony by 

NSA Director Allen, before 
the Senate intelligence com- 
mittee, NSA maintained a 
“watch list” of 1,600 Ameri- 
cans supplied by the FBI, 
CIA, Defense Intelligence 
Agency and the Army, 
which in 1967 had responsi- 
bility for monitoring .civil 
disturbances. 

In those days, NSA inter- 
cepted cables in two ways — 
copies were picked up from 
the offices of American com- 











♦ panies such as RCA Global 
Communications and> ITT 
VVorid Communications. In 
addition,. NSA intercepted 
cable traffic using its own 
electronic intelligence facili- 
ties outside the continental 
United States. . ^ ■ 

The . intercepted cables , 
were then screened for in- 
formation - related to the 
“watch list” names. 

According to Allen, 1,900 • 
reports were made from in- 
tercepts of “watch list” per- 
sonnel. These were supplied ‘ 
to various government agem 
cies “for backgrount^ise 
only,” Allen said. 

The communications act 
has not defined " v what* 
“lawful authority” is needed 
if disclosure of cables is to 
take place. 

Furthermore, the law is 
not clear on whether NSA 
has legal authority to inter- 
cept cables from or to the 
United States using over- 
seas facilities. In his recent 
executive order, President 
Ford said “lawful” ' elec- 
tronic interceptions of inter- 
national traffic can be car- 
ried out “under procedures 
approved by the Attorney 
General.” The Abzug sub- 
committee plans to explore 
whether there is any 
“lawful” >ay for such inter- • 
ceptions to t^ke place with- 
out a court warrant. 



